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CONGRESSIONAL MfeoR^ WeNATE * 4^U 

4S 

r. Benson hfts ' in? EpWiiiiltee on 


^W®nRtee on 5gricTilture aiTd For-,. 
Agriculture, oovern- -estty,’ as'Wjsll as oUier coxnniittees. 

Blent price support purchases of dairy ^ -•<»■ • .•< ; ». yffiawf 

products, have been 29.045 million . V. ;■■ , ;.y / ■: $1 •_ 

pounds— whole milk equivalent. In the - ' APlHORIZ A TION FOR RECEiyTyOF, 
previous 4 years the comparable amount i MESSAGES FROM 3|ffiE -HOUSE 

was 6.568 million pounds. • • .^Hggg REPE£SENTAtlVEsm:'v' 

Since 1953 the USDA has HUMPHREY. ; lil;f ' Freside^J^ 

!ng under Mr. Benson s theory that l^wef . . aS k unanlflaous consent that:, the Scqre-. 

‘ . Of, the Senate be authorised ; M mm i 


Price supports will reduce; produtj 
msrzssb&i? Yet total milk production has lncrir 
r*&&hS > Y“ from a 1949-52 average of 115.5 b 

7 J. ^ _ it loco ' te /*' _ 


|btessages from tbe : House)6X . 
Fes while 'the Senate 


?»# P?^Pf r ycar l ° 1953-50. a verage^f „ adjournment. . 

Wm J 23 - 2 “Ulan P° un , d ® p ^,r ar ' ftn vThepRESlDINO OFFICER. :W 

* - ’ ^e»rty Increase oM.1 billion pounds., ^ 2® ^Jectlqp.lt, Js so ordered ’ “ 
t Hourly returns to dairy farm operators ^ « 


i; mo, ooo 

«00. 000; j 'Hourly returns to dairy farm operator? 
- — r" » F and their families In the ’three major 
450,600 dairy areas show what Benson's hrogr; 
has accomplished. 
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X:32, 357.000 

£-. 3.036.000 
of total 

p r cent 

.„ -• 13.3 
Foreclosure rate per 1.030 farms. . 
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Farm employment (famUy work- 


; SOVIET AIRPOWER. ^ 

_ • ■ .- .. • . .< ■ ■ „*»,»« ,.;'Mr! SYMINGTON. Mr. Presides 

The return per hour bo operator tmdToetmy. the public has been confused if 
family labor— excluding returns to capl?;: published reports that our intelligcfi 
tal, are as follows, . ; . 1 . estimates had been revised nnd t.hn'tms 
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era and toed workers) ^.Ip- 


8. 880. 000 
7. 875. 000 


704,000 

1 This la the hlgheat yearly rate since 1044. 

The PRESIDING OF F IC ER. The 
Chair will comment, la passing, that 
5,500 of those farms -which have gone 
out of business are dairy farms In the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. SYMINGTON. I thank the Pre- 
siding Officer. . _ 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I thank the Pre- 
siding Officer. 

# Mr. SYMINGTON. Mr. President, bo 
long as we have mentioned dairy produc- 
tion, I should like to state that the net 
expenditures of the United States Gov- 
ernment on price support activities for 
all dairy products from July 1949 to June 
1953. was $176.6 million, and from July 
1953 to December 1956, was $1,223.6 mil- 
lion. This Cis aeven times the 1949-53 
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1053 ‘,82 

1054 :-V.v.44 

1055 ....... ■; 48 

jfc*4?V • J .'s-A» . . — — — 

Average. .48 

• > - ■ • 

Mr. President, I should like to ask the 
distinguished Senator from Minnesota 
a question. ' 

Senators continually -point out to the 
Secretary of Agriculture, to the Senate, 
and to the people of the country, to the 
best of our ability, the facts, as opposed 
to the misstatements which are being 
continuously made by the Secretary of 
Agriculture. The figures presented by 
this administration show It to be a fact 
that the increase In wages, from 1952 to 
1956, was 22 percent. The increase In 
corporate profits after taxes, from 1952 
to 1956, was 33 percent. The increase 
in common-stock prices, from 1952 to 
1956, was 77 percent. At the same time 


. v estimates had been revised and that 
*Mv®* had been overestimating Soviet alrpowSL 
SiSiBv strength. "Hp 

pi. These reports were based upon a down- 
ward revision of the estimates of Soviet 
production of one category of their heavy 5 
bombers, that is, the Bison. In no other,. ; 
estimate -were there downward revisions,! 
and in this one case the estimate wajs’ ,, 
that of a temporary decrease in prQduc-* 
tioo due to some technical production' 1 
difficulty — such as we have experienced 
in our own B-52 output. 

In all other Instances our Intelligence 
history has been that of underestimating 
the quantity, quality, and timing of So- 
viet production of weapons and weapons 
systems. 

At this point, Mr.. President, I should 
like to have printed in the Record an 
informative letter from Mr. Allen Dulies, 
Director of the Central Intelligence 
Agency, on this matter. S'**- 

There being no objection, the lettef 1 
was ordered to be printed In the Record,: 
as follows: 

!♦.- CmiAl IimnxicvNcE Agency. 

Omci or 7 ue Diar-cTon. 1 '! 

. WaahAngton, D. C.. March IS, 19 6% 




farm income decreased from 1952 to; . - - - 

1956, by 30 percent Parity averaged ; The r Ho “°L a ^. le Stuaiit s ™ IN<iT0N - 
100 In 1952 and 83 In 1956. Last month- li%- VrUUa sute t. 9e ^' • 
parity again wns 80. 1939 was the laift D ea* Senator Symington: YeaU»rdajg 

year in which the yearly parity figure, your telephone can, you asked me for 
was this low. Under all those circum- memorandum with respect to the chnngq? 
stances I ask the distinguished Senator the national Intelligence estimate on S-jv 


amount. 

■;*. .C . «>VIM*VC.U A. (*u» WIV r UfO«f4»«^4UU44VU .. M»V stUitutlUi tUWUl^CUCC l'ft|41UUU' OU O', 

The present.Secretary of Agriculture what we can do toiudhee the Secretary heavy-bomber strength which differed 


cannot blaiiie high fixed prloe supports of. Agriculture .to. tell the , facts to the 


1 M : 

of DemocntUc^adminlstrations for these 
.f ; expenditures. ' \ * 

The Agricultural Act of 1949 author- 
ized and directed the Secretary of Agri- 
culture to support prices of milk and but- 
terfat at such levels between 75 and 90 
percent parity, as he deemed necessary to 
il ' assure an adequate supply of milk. 

V Actual 'support levels as percent of 
parity arenas follows: 
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American people and to stop making 
these misstatements. ’ ■ * ' '! 1 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I must reply to 
my esteemed and good friend from Mis- 
souri that the only thing we can do is 
to have men like the distinguished {Sen- 
ator from Missouri I Mr. Symington] 
tell the facts, because the Secretary of 
Agriculture is just not going to do it. 
We have tried repeatedly in the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture and Forestry to ob- 
tain these facts. We have had to dig 
them out. This Is no exaggeration. It 
is unfortunately a sad truth. 1 wish tA 
thank the Senator from 'Missouri, f’ 
know the Senator lm.< had an r\t"ed^ 
ingly busy da'- t k> <,* » 1 , , ;-:ob!etu 
agriculture i . c:ose i., v ,- ' ,<*:i ■ t.. 1 

visited hi* 1 .I’e i •• m-.i'ir ■ 
fann'pto; ; ' i . ; H : • i , I ,.;i,i v v < 



that given In the testimony beforoty 
autjcommlttee* last April. Toii also ca 
my attention to certain newspaper; spl 
llclty which appeared recently with 
to this matter. 

The facts are as follows: 

The intelligence community Is conilntnflfy 
revlewlng.lts current and projected OKtimiffilsI 
ol Soviet strengths against Uib best avidM-tf? 
obtainable. Production ; difficulties, 
ctiUyns of'design. change in emphasis/ 
olhei factors mean that actual pr- du'-ifi 
here, ln'|ffi e u - S- 8 - B- and. in la. t 
where, does , not necessarily colmao,*. vdyjf?-- 
predictions. 

^'Tl>o estimate of Soviet lie: vv i> ilitj,® j 
rtreugth as of Apill I. l')5f!. w-lm.li \‘ ’. ■ 

>n. mv testlir.ony beiore you a . : ■ , 
was based: largely on a m> : . .. •«$,'« 
rate which rested tipoti eic-ll. t ■ > 

i.i I., inv i. ™ 
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